Anxil 13, 1915,

‘r. A, B, GLallantyne,

S rovo, Utah,
Jesr iy

S L0L OV g your Sueestion ia our recent conjierence,
Loom enclosing to you herewith two vourt decreecs, viidch huve
heretofore been .ade, distributing the v ters of drovo Rkiver
anony the severul clainants thereto. The earlier of theue t.o
decrecs is marked “iiorse vecree", and was dven about 1902,
The later of the two decrees is marked "Chidestor decree, snd
viag gl ven about 107,

“he lorse Decree mokes specific divisi n of the vater
b several st&geu below 2560 cubic feet per second and & 250
gubic feet per second. The Chidester Decrec makes ns speciiic
divigion of tLhe wvatory except that allthe orimnery ri. hts are
covered by u tobal volume of 17,467 cuﬁjc feet per ninite;
anproximately 291 cubic fect Der usacond,

ei thir the orse or the Chidester vecrees mnke any

aistribution of the water of Frovo River except in lituh County
and, u soall frection of Wasatch County, located in the imacdi-
ate vicinity of the ¥right Raneh weut of Charleston.

o decree covers the use of the water betwec: iLhe
Vi nt Raneh and tlie Yasatch doa, o distince of soie nine i Le-
haviag many d_‘j veraiona ox e from the stream. “he maxinum
diversions in this seetion approximating more than 160 cubie
feat of water per uecond; the irrigated area being something
like 4,000 acreg.

From the Vasatch dan to the hend of the ziver, the-right

to the ure ot the w ters of I'rove Xiver have been -djudicoted
about the year 18993 this decree of the w wmer viver e u
con enly Bnown as the "iHulton Decree.

About the year 1909 the lrovo Heservoir Company begiua ibs

operations on rrovo River, In the course of timeit has

iy,
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conatructed a set of storage reservoirs at the coat of some
150,000,400 and has built a canal system costing something
like $200,000,00 move. It is now irrigating mor: i
L 0L Gt s g ol land

ihe rove Reservoir Company abouh one year =0 krougnt
suit in the Digtrviet Court of Utah County, to define its
rights and the rights of all the other claimants to the uuse
of the waters of rrovo River. Unlike the other iitigntions
on thiw wystem, every water user from the head of the viver
to Utah lLoke 18 made a party, “his iz the drst litigation
that hoes voen made on the basis of the physicel aud lagal
uni bty ol the utream from it 9 head waters o itas nouth,

The litigants in this new water 1litigation on the rrovo
AMver, "lrovo Reservoir Company, plaintifl, vorsus Irove
City et ol, delendant', met by order of tiie vourt on ° arch
26, L9lbh; iiotened to the regurs § the Yater Comnidssioner
anpointed for the praceding year; agreecd to a stipulation,
o copu of which is enclosed herewith, which stipulation is
to control the digtribution of the waters of I'rovo River for
the wewson of 1YL, wnd further agrecd that ¥, ¥, Wentz should
be the Court Gommissioner to enforce, the urovisions of the
Blhtoos G Ol

“ho Jdorue and Chidepter Decrees in Utah County in some
instances distribute quantities of water to prior appropristers
that seen at least on superficial equination, to e exceusivce
In my report for 1914, I have so weported o the Court and
urgently recommedded nodifications of the aueantities digirit tod
under these L4 udgients nore in wccordance vith modern,
agonomie ircigation nractice,

untortunately as I view the matter, neither the Court nor

the Litigants saw fit to adopt the su, esti ns frow mny renor .,

£ 'l’f‘
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They did, however, lod e u i eretion with the Court Coryie
Isuioner wvhich practically enforees « ©o guu. Le nd eaonomic
use of the water. (8ee paragraph 7-8 of the stipulation

re erred to above,) There hasg not been, at lewst there ia
not available bto the Court Cormdasi MET , iy aato Concernd g,
the duty of watex vliich has Geen dexived fron irzigation
obhgervations i any of the aren served ny the w ters of . vrovo
Liver.,

o wobably recognize, oven if you are not awerc it is a
fact, that observations even in so nesy and related an area ag
the “apleton Bench have baen refused recomiti n as apnlyving
to water duty in the arven irriguted Cron (rovo Hiver. ‘uch
neing the ¢ se, it iw almoul parwiount neceusiby to hoave sone
duty of watwe ‘aves Sl ations on thie ltoands derlgated from the
srovo River, to hiave thwose investintiong bepun o early us
possivle and to have them oarriod 'r.h.)."uu(;h wy nbenoti eally,
prob bly on w Limited nuaber of fields Lor thic emplote
Jrvigation sewson, in order to neet nroperly the demunds
vt vl doubbless be made on the dioorats nal authoxd by
oft the water conmdseionar, and further to ive the Gouel a
set of unbiased dotu vhen the fanal judguont dn this eese iwu
modes (0 mdoht say that the coso dp sot Lor trial L ovenber
1, L916,)

cergonally and wrofessdonally, | wn sobislied thot sone
guch anthori ty ne youu repreveint eould un u ‘wrtake such an
Iavestigation an s sug ested, £ in the couruso of the irr-
Jgation season of LYLH it hocwie necosnary or desireable oy
ae to exercdge my dinercation in idwviting the auantity of
watorn Glwven to an Gontondd atoy, T would follow vonr "% odags
i bhe exercise of that discretion.

L believe that this situation on Jrove River vhich jnvolves
the beneficial use of the water on an area of wsome 40,000 acreu
of land, offers .n opportunity for i agriculbusl college and

the otlicers of Ubak, ‘asateh and wawdt vounties, 6o «o o, eob
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bublic service., In my Judgment, wvith a fuevorable utod tude tron
Jou personally end the other state snd _overnment interenty

Gha® you represeut, wo zhall be  bhle Lo work out

_ tue
basis for/doing of the work thut I necassary in “his matten
3 « .

Qa Co=oncritive

T U omi ot hoay | you vith refexreace bo the agsiptance you
and the bureaus you represent would glve in supeevinion

and finaneial assistance and vhat would e expected from the
litigents ou the frovo River, I think J ahmuid ba wble on
presentation o the aatter to the Court Lo brd ng the business
to fevoir ble igane,

Youra yeopeetiliy,




